REDACTED

BEFORE THE DIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALITY
BOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCE
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFATRS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA . OFFICE -OF
‘ , ADMIN, PROCEDURE
In the Matter of the Accusation g ﬁg‘ EXHlBlT;Z:;-..;-... ,
Against: AGENCY 2o ke A e
- ' | ) NO. D-1778 FILE NO.Z"4 W’ZZ)/ <
THOMAS J. MEYERS, M.D. : N )
." ! ; 1~11834 DATE 4 /,<£ -
. Respondent ) :
)

DECISION AND ORDER

This matter came on regularly for heariﬁg before a panel of the
District 11 Medical Quality Review Committee canisting of Maurice M,
Osboufne,i M.D., Donald W. Petit, M.D., and Ophelia Long, R.N., at
Tos Angeles,'California, on February 14, 15, 16, and 17, 1977.
Milford A. Maron, Administrative Law Judge of the Office of
Administrative Hearings,lpresided. Steven M, Kahn,'Deputy Attorney
General, éppeared in behalf of Complainants. Respondent appeared
in person and was fepreseﬁted'by'Maﬁuel Hidalgo,'attorney at law.
Evidence both oral and documentary was received. ‘A'Proposed Decision
Waé rendered by theAPanel which was non—adobted by the Division of
Medical Quality. The Division then undertook to decide the'Casé
itself upon the record, including the transcript'and without the
taking_of additional evidenée. The parties were affbrded the

opportunity to present written arguments to the Division.



The Division makes the following decision:

FINDINGS OF FACT
.
Complainant, Raymond M. Reid, was, and riow is the Executive
Offider of the Board of Medical Quality AsSuraﬁce of the State of

California, and made the Accusation in his official capacity.

II
On or about August 29, 1929, respondent,vThomas'J. Méyers, M.D.,

was issued an Osteopathic Physician and Surgeon's Certificate and

- was placed under the jprisdiction of the Board of Osteopathic
Examiners. On or about Novémber 6, 1962, respondent elected to.
usetthe designation "MeDs" and to come under the Jurisdiction of

the Board of Medical Examiners of the State of Caliﬁornia (now

known as the Board of Medical Quality Assurancé of the State of
California),‘and that at all times herein mehtiohed,'was,‘and now

isy licensed to practice medicine and surgery in the State of

Californiae

IIT
A. On or about November 2, 1968, respondent was called in
as a consultant by a Paul B. McCrackeh,'M.D., to provide

assistance in the treatment of Dre McCracken's patient, one



Leonard D-, who had been hospitalized at Altadena ,Comrrﬁnitj
Hospital, Altadena, California, on October »31,' 1968.

Be The medical records.pf Dre McCracken indicated that
from the period begiﬁning on or about December 27,.1965,'to on
or about November 2, 1968, the patient had experiénced petit mal
selzures, an sbnormal éensory pattern in his forehead,Aan aching
-at the base of the skull, ataxia, a speech impediment, and a
sense of being aﬁ a high altitude, and thét he had been treated
as an epileptic by Dr. McCracken.

Ce Said records further indicated that during the period
from 1966 through'October 1968, the patient contimued to have
.headaches'and a speech impediment,.and in October 1968, he began
 to experience severe headaches, loss of mgmory,}dipldpia,‘clonic
myotonia,.nuchal rigidity, and dragging of his right foot. |

De On or about-Nbvember Ly 1968 an examination of the
. batient performed'by respondent at the Altadena Community
Hospital indicated that he had headaches,‘that-his right foot
dragged, and that his right arm was impaired.

E. During the period from on or about October 31, 1968,
through.ﬁovember 27, 1968,.the duration of the patient's
hospitalization at A;tadena Community Hospital, electroencephe~—
- lograms (EEG'SJ taken of the patient.as reported to respondént'
.indicated ebnormalities, and that a focal leéion such as a tumor’

in the right fronto-temporal region must be considered.



4F. Despite the clear test warnings indicat.ed above and the - .
prior medical histo;c"y of the patient,' respondent failed to obtain
a full néurological examinatic')n,' failed 'f;O request any further
neurological or neurosurgical c:onsul'bations,' and diagnosed the
patient's condition as a psychoneurological psychosomaf.ic reaction,.
in that he» was suffering from conversion hystéria.

Ge During the period fro/m on or sbout November 1968, through
on or about August 1970,' respondent treated the patient for
conversion hystefia,' primarily through the use of psychotherapy
and psychological testing performed under his direction by his
employee or associate, one Cherry Ann Clark. At> no time du.rinf.:,r
said period did respondent request any further neurological or -
neurosurgical tests or consultations to determine the patient;s
condi’-c.ion,. despite reports of aphasia and ata.}d.a,: and ‘ﬁhe fact
that Mr,.. D.was suffering from pains on the left side of his
face, headaches,'pains in his neck,' double v:'l.sion,,' dragging of

"his right foot, weakness of his right leg and right arm, problems
with his memory,' and tension i1:1 his jaws which made him slobber.

H.' On or about August 27, 1970, the patient on hJ.s own
having consulted another physic:‘i_an,' was aiagnosed as left frontal
lobe tumor,' subsequent to which he underwent surgery for removal

of a very large meningiema,



Iv
The aforesaid findings detail a'situation wherein'respondent,
who was in continuous contact with the patient,'shoﬁld have'noted
significant visible chéngés in the patientts physical condition
thereby indicating that he'was.suffering some organic disease ahd- <
nét conversion hysteria; for which he was beiﬁg freated. These
serious errors of diagnosis abundantly'establigh the charges of

gross negligence and gross incompetency.

DETERMINATION OF ISSUES

Respondent iS'subject.ﬁé disciplinary acﬁion pursuant.to Seétion
2361 of the Business and Professions Code,iin that he is guilty of
unprofessional conduct within the meaming of Section 2361(b) and (cj
of the Business and Professions Code,iby'virtue of being grossly

negligent and grossly_incompetent in the treatment Qf a patiente.

ORDER,

WHEREFORE, THE FOLLOWING ORDER is hereby madeﬁ

The Physician's and Surgeon's Certificate issued to respondent
Thomas dJe Méyers, MeDe is revokede

Upon satisfaction of conditions 1 and 2 below, revocation shall
be stayed and respondent placed anprobation ﬁorllo yearse The |

period of probation shall not begin and;respondent's certificate



shall remain revoked until each condition (1 aﬁd 2) has been
fulfilled. |

1. Respondent must establish proof of participation in
fifty (50) hours of continuing educatidn courses in neurology.
- These courses must be submitted.to the Division‘for its prior
approval, |

2. Respondent must paéé oral clinical examinations in
both neurology and psychiatry to be conducted by the bivision
or its designee. | |

During pfobation, respondent must aléo do the following:

3. Respondeﬁt.must obey all feaeral,'state and local
laws,'and all ¥ules governing the practice of medicine in
Californiae | ‘

Af Respondent must submit quarterly déﬁiarations under
penalty of perjury on forms provided by the Division,;stating
whether there has been compliance with 21l the conditions of
probation. | |

* 5, Respondent must cgmply with the'Division's probation
survelllance progran.

6« Respondent must-appear'in person for interviews-with
the Division's medical consultant upon request at various
intervals and with reasonable notice. -

7. In the event respondent should leave California to



reside or to'practice outside the State, respondent must notify
the Division 6f the dates of'departure and return; Periods of
reéidency-or practice outside Galifornia‘will not apply to the
reduction of this ﬁrobationary period. | |

It reSpoﬁdenﬁ violates probation in. any respect,'the Division,-
after giving respondent notipe and the oppoftunity»té be heard, may

move to set aside the stay order and impose the revoéation of the

respondent's certificate.

Upoh successful completion of probation; respondent's

certificate will be fully restored.

This Decision shall become effective on JULY 19, 1978

Tt is so ordered this 19 day of __ JUNE, 1978

DIVISION OF MEDICAT QUALITY
BOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCE

By W%AZ(OM/Z/L—
MICHAEL J. CAREILA, Ph.D.
~ Secretary-Treasurer

FL:pc
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S REDACTED

BEFORE THE DIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALITY
BOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCE
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Respondent.

In the Matter of the Accusation )
Against: g D=1778
THOMAS J. MEYERS, M. D. % 1-11834
)
)

NOTICE OF NON-ADOPTION OF PROPOSED DECISION
(Pursuant to Section 11517 of the Government Code)
TO THE RESPONDENT ABOVE NAMED:

YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED that the Division of Medical

Quality of the Board of Medical Quality Assurance of the State of

California has decided not to adopt the attached proposed decision

filed herein by the duly assigned Administrative Law Judge,

® Milford A. Maron, and dated March 1, 1977. You are also notified

I

!

’l
'l
{
;

i
i
lx
i

|
that the Division of Medical Quality will decide the case upon the’

. record, including the transcript and without the taking of

‘Sadditional evidence. You are hereby afforded the opportunity to

present written argument to the Division of Medlcal Quality, if
you desire to do so, by filing such written argument with the
D1v1s1on at its office at 1430 Howe Avenue, Sacramento, - Callfornla
95825, and the same opportunity is afforded the Attorney General
of the State of California.

You will be notified of the date for submission of such

!
i
|
i

written argument when the transcript of the administrative hearing.

' becomes available.

DATED: May 16, 1977 DIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALITY

BOARD OF MEDICAL QUARRTY ASSURANCE

ERNON A. LEEPER, Progfam Manager
Enforcement Unit

s
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BEFORE THE DIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALITY
BOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCE
DEPARTMENT OF -CONSUMER AFFAIRS -
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
In the Matter of the Accuéation )
Against:

THOMAS J. MEYERS, M.D.,

NO. D-1778

L~11834
Respondent.

PROPOSED DECISION

This matter came on regularly for hearing before
District 11, Medical Quality Review Committee, a quorum
being present, at Los Angeles, California, on February 14, 15,
16, and 17, 1977. Milford A. Maron, Administrative Law Judge
of the Office of Administrative Heérings, presiding. Steven M.

Kahn, Deputy Attorney General, appeared on behalf of the Complainant.

The respondent appeared in person and was represented by his attorney,

Manuel Hidalgo, Esq. Evidence both oral and documentary having
been received, the matter was submitted and the Medical Quality
Review Committee finds the following facts:

I

Complainant, Raymond M. Reid, was, and now is‘the

Executive Officer of the Board of Medical Quality Assurance of
the State of Califofnia, and made the Accusation in his official
capacity.

IT

On or about August 29, 1929, respondent, Thomas J. Meyers,

‘ M.D., was issued an Osteopathic Physician and Surgeon's Certificate

and was placed under the jurisdiction of the Board of Osteopathic

Examiners. On or about November 6, 1962, respondent elected to use

the designation "M.D." and to come under the jurisdiction of the

Board of Medical Examiners of the State of California (now known

as the Board of Medical Quality Assurance of the State of California),

Py,
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and that a£ all times herein mentioned, was, and now is, iicensed
to practice medicine and surgery in the étate of California.
III |

A. On or about November 2, 1968, respondent was
called in as a consultant by a Paul B, McCracken, M.D., to provide
assistance in.the treatment of Dr. McCracken's patient, one Leonard
D., who had been hospitalized at Altadena Community Hospital,
Altadena, California, on October 31, 1968. '

B. The medical records of Dr, McCracken indicated
that from the period beginning on or about December 27, 1965, to
on or about November 2, 1968, the patient had experienced petit mal
seizures, an abnormal sensory pattern in his forehead, an aching at
the base of the skull, ataxia, a speech impediment, and a sense .of
being at a high altitude, and that he had been treated as an
epileptic by Dr. McCracken. ’

C. Said records further indicated that during the period -
from 1966 through October 1968, the patient continued to have head-
aches and a speech impediment, and in October 1968, he began to
experience severe headaches, loss of memory, diplopia, clonic
myotonia, nuchal rigidity, and dragging of his right foot.

D. On or about November 4, 1968 an examination of
the patient performed by respondent at the Altadena Community
Hospital indicated that he had headaches, that his right foot -
dragged, and that his right arm was impaired.

E. During the period from on or about October 31,

1968, through November 27, 1968, the duration of the patient's
hospitalization at Altadena Community Hospital, electroencephalograms
(EEG's) taken of the patient as reported to respondent indicated
abnormalities, and that a focal lesion such. as a tumor.in the right
fronto-temporal region ﬁust be considered.

F. Despite the clear test warnings indicated above and
the prior medical history of the patient, respondent failed to

obtain a full neurological examination, failed to request any

-de
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further ﬁeuroiogical or neurosurgical consultations, End diagnosed
the patient's condition as a psychoneurological and psychosomatic
reaction, in that he was suffering from conversion hysteria.

| G. During the period from on or about November 1968,
through on or about August 1970, respondent treated the patient
for conversion hysteria, primarily through the use of psychotherapy
and psychological testing performed under his direction by his
employee or associate, one Cherry Ann Clark. At no time during
said period did respondent request any further neurological or
neurosurgical tests or consultations to determine the patient's
condition, despite reports of aphasia and ataxia, and the fact
that Mr. D-was suffering from pains on the left side of his face,
headaches, pains in his neck, double vision, dragging of his right
foot, weakness of his right leg and right arm, problems with his
memory, and tension in his jaws which made him slobber.

H. On or about August 27, 1970, the patient on his own
having éonsulted another physician, was diagnosed as left frontal
lobe tumor, subsequent to which he underwent surgery for removal
of a very large meningioma.

Iv

The aforesaid findings'détail a situation wherein
respondent, who was in continuous contact with the patient,
should have noted significént Qisible changes in the patient's
physical condition thereby indicating that he was suffering.
some organic disease and not conversion hysteria, for which he was
being treated. These serious errors of diagnosis abundantly
establish the charges of gross negligence and gross incompetency.

I I R
_ Pursuant to the foregoing findings of fact, the
District Number 11, Medical Quality Review Cémmittee, makes the
following determination of issues:

Respondent is subject to disciplinary action pursuant

to Section 2361 of the Business and Professions Code, in that he

is guilty of unprofessional conduct within the meaning of Section

—-3=



2361 (b)>and (c) of the Business and Professions Code, by virtue

of being grossly negligent and grossly incompetent in the treatment
of a patient. »
* * * #* ¥*

WHEREFORE, THE FOLLOWING ORDER is hereby made:

The Physician's and Surgeon's Certificate issued to
respondent, Thomas J. Meyers, M.D., is hereby revoked; provided,
however, execution of said order of revocation is stayed and the
respondent placed on probation for a period of one (1) vear during
which he shall not engage in the practice of medicine, but during
said period shall comply with the following terms and conditionss

1. Respondent shall successfully pass an appropriate
examination established by the Division of Medical Quality, testing
his competency in the field of neurology and psychiatry at the level
and competency required by the American Board of Family Practice
for the general practitioner; and

2. Respondent shall establish proof of participaticn
in fifty (50) hours of accredited continuing education courses
in neurology.

* * * *

In the event respondent does not comply with all of the.
conditions of probation hereinabove set forth at the time of the
expiration of his period of probation, the stay shall be lifted and
the order of revocation shall become immediately effective. In the
event respondent does comply with all the terms and conditions of
probation hereinabove set forth, at the conclusion of the period of

probation respondent's license shall be fully restored.

BOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCE
DIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALITY
DISTRICT 11, MEDICAL QUALITY REVIEW
COMMITTEE

Wiz W ) %1

MAURICZ M. OSBORNE, M.D.
'DMQLO.UQ;Z} 7,
DONALD We PETIT, M.Do

patED: Lwred 1, /577

MAM:mh
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REDACTED

EVELLE J. YOUNGER, Attornay General
STEVEN M. KA&HN, -

Depufy Attorney Genmeral.
800 Tishman Bullding
3580 Wilshire Boulevard
Los Angeles, California 90010
Telephonme: (213) 620-4235,

Attorneys for Complainant

BEFORE THE DIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALLTY' '
BOARD OF MEDICAL QUALLTY ASSURANCE
DEPARTIMENT OF CONSUMER AFFATRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Tn the Matter of the Accusation

D)

Against: )
) NO._ D-1778

THOMAS J. MEYERS, M.D., )

‘ACCUSATION
Respondent. ’

‘COMES NOW RAYMOND REID, the complainant“he;ein, and
alleges.as-follows: _ o ; /fH

1. That at.the time of executing and filing thé within
pleadlng, complainant was, and now is, the Executlve Officer of -
the Board of Medical Quality Assurance of the State of Callfornla,
and that he perfermed said acts in his offlclal capacity as such
an& not otherwise. ‘ '

2. That om or about August 29y 1929, respondene

' Thomas J; Meyers (hereinafter '"respondent') was 1ssued an

Osteopathlc Phy5101an and burgeon s Cel*lflcate and was placed




15

16
17
18
19

20

21

N /\

and that at all times herein mentionsd was, an& now ‘is, 1icensed
to practice medicine and surgery in the State of California.

3. That pursuant to sectiomns 2361 and 2372 of the
Business and Pfofessions Code, the Division of Medical Quality of
the Board of Medical Quality Assurance shall ;ake action against
a holder of the certificate who is guilty of unprofessional
conduct, »

4. That-at all times herein mentioned, section 2361(b)
of the Business and Professions Code provided that gross negli-
gence constltutes unprofessional conduct. :

5. Respondent is subject to dlscipiinaryiaction
pursuant to section 2361 df.the Business and Professions Code in '
that he is guilty of unprofessional conduct within the meaning of
section 2361(b) of said Code, imn that he hgs been grossly
negligent in the treatment of a patient,.as more pafticularly
alleged hereiﬁafter: - ‘ :

A. That on or about November 2, 1968, re-

spondent was called in as a consultant by a Paul B.
McCracken, M.D., to provide assistence in the ﬁreatment
of Dr. McCracken's patient, one Leonard DElll®, fwhc_: had
been hospitalized at -Altadena Community Hospipai,
Altadena, Californmia, om October 31, 1968. =

. B, That the medical records of Dr. McCracken
indicated that from the period beéinning on or .about
December 27, 1965, to on or about November 2, 1968,
Leonard D‘ had experlenced petlt mal selzu.t:es, an

~'abnorma1 sensory pattern in hls forehead‘“ 42 acnlng:at

7the base of the skull atax1a, a speec& 1mp°d1ment and

“s'a sense of belng’at.a hlgh altltude,_and that}he had

been treated as an eplleptlc by'Dr McCracken,

Sald records furtHer 1nd1cated that




10
11

12

14
15

16

18
19
20
21
22
23

24

25

26

. request any further neurological or neurosurgical‘

Tar psychoneuroloc-:_cal and psycnosomatlc rea tlon, :Ln

-that Mr D-was su.l‘:'ferlnc from converslon hysterla.

during the perlod from 1966 through Oc...ober 1968,

Mr. D@l continued to have headaches and a speech
impediment, and in October 1968, Mr. DG bega:n to
experience severe headaches, loss of memory, drplopia,
clonic myotonia, muchal rigidity, and dragging >of his
right foot. "

D. That on or about November 4, 1974 an

" examination of Mr. D performed by respondent at

Altadena Communlty Hospital indicated that Mr. D-
had headaches, that his right foot dragged, and that
his right arm was impaired. i

E. That during the period from on or about
October 31, 1968, through November 27, 1968, the dura-
tion of Mr. DM’ hospitalization at Altadena

Community Hospital, electroencephalograms (EEG's)

taken of Mr. D¢} indicated abnormalities, and that

a focal lesicn such as a tumor in the':right fronto-
tempora]. region must be considered. Im a.dditio_n, a
spinal tap taken by respondent indicated an elevated
spinal pressure and that the spinal fluid had a
moderate protein elevation.

'F. That despite the clear test warnings set
forth in paragraphs 5D and 5E hereinabove and the prior
medical history of Mr. D@ respondent failed to
obtain a full neurological examination, failed to

consultatlons and d:Lagnosed Mr D. cond:.t:l_on as '

That dur:Lng the perlod from ' n or about

o November 1968 throuOh on or about August'1970, respo dent B

A osp
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:‘sectlon 2361(0) of sald Code,‘ 1n that he was grossly 1ncompetem_ )

' 'f.-1n the - tr.eatment of Leonard D‘

_ throucrh SH here:n.nabove, and w‘nch are 1ncorporated hereln by

treated Mr. Dy for conversion hysteria, primarily
threugh the use of psychotherapy aﬁd psychological .

testing performed under his direction..by his em_bloyee
or ;as-'sociate, one Cherry Amm Clark. At no time-during
said period did respondent request any further neuro-
logical or meurosurgical tests or consultatione to -

determine Mr. DR’
aphasia and ataxia, and the fact that Mr. D‘ was

condition,‘ despite reports of.

suffering from pains on the left side of his fé_ce,
headaches, pair_:xs in his neck, double vision, ‘d¥agging
of his right foot, vteakness of his right leg af}d right
arm, problems with his memory, and tension i.n His jaws
which made him slobber.

H. That on or abeut August 1970, Mr. DUESHp
went to another physician w’;'x‘o diagno‘sed'.the cause of

- Mr. D@ condition as a partial meningioma and per-
formed various tests, subsequent to Wﬁiqh.M]:. DQ
underwent surgery for removal of a very large
meningibma .

I. That respondent'é tréatment of Mr. DYEER
as alleged in paragraphs 54 throiugh 5H hereinabove ‘
constitutes gross mnegligence. - ‘

6. That at all times herein mentiomed, séction 2361(c)
of the Business and Professions Code provided that gross incom-
petence -constitutes unprofessional conduct. .

' 7. -Respondent is subJect to dlscn.pllnary' action

Mectlon 2361 of the Bus:.ness and Profess:.ons Code 1.n

vt"‘lat he 1s gullty of unprofess:.onal conduct w1t"11rr the meanlng of

; ‘a8’ alleged in” paracraphs SA




1 | reference .as though fully set forth at this point.

WHEREFORE, complainant prays that the Division of

v}

Medical Quality of the Board of Medical Quality Assurance hold a

2]

>

hearing on the allegations contained herein, and following saidf

5 | hearing, take such action as is provided in sectidn 2372 of the

as

Business and Professions Code, and take such other and further
7| action as may be proper.

8 . DATED: 5:’/24‘

_— . RAYMOND REID

11 - : Executive Officer

' ‘ : Board of'Medical Quality Assurance
12 B Department of Consumer Affairs

. State of California

_Complainant

SMK:gD -
~15-76 "
03573101~ 4 .- .. .o
EA76AD0384 7 T




